London  saw  a  dramatic  shift  toward 
closer  British  relations  with  Israel  in 
the  announcement  that  Prime  Minister 
Harold  Macmillan  had  accepted  an  in¬ 
vitation  to  speak  at  the  concluding  din¬ 
ner  of  the  Israel  10th  anniversary 
celebration  on  Nov.  5.  This  climaxes 
the  development  of  a  pro-Israel  orien¬ 
tation  which  began  with  the  collapse  of 
the  Nuri  Said  regime  in  Iraq. 


Cairo  heard  Col.  Nasser  in  a  major 
speech  on  Sept  3  level  a  new  accusa¬ 
tion  against  the  West  and  revive  an  old 
one.  Addressing  the  Council  of  the 
United  Arab  States,  he  charged  the 


U.S.  with  aggression  against  Commu¬ 
nist  China  and  seeking  to  impose 
Chiang  Kai-shek  over  the  Chinese,  and 
compared  this  alleged  imperialist  move 
with  the  establishment  of  Israel.  Ob¬ 
servers  interpreted  the  attack,  delivered 
on  the  day  UN  Sec.  Gen.  Hammarsk- 
jold  arrived,  as  an  attempt  to  rally  Arab 
opinion,  shaken  by  his  unsuccessful 
subvenion  of  the  Lebanese  and  Jor¬ 
danian  governments  and  divert  atten¬ 
tion  from  mounting  unrest  in  Syria. 

Nasser  defied  the  “imperialists,”  and 
warned  that  the  Arabs  would  expel  the 
“occupation  forces.”  He  demanded 
the  “evacuation”  of  Lebanon  and  Jor¬ 
dan,  the  “liberation”  of  Aden  and  “the 
southern  Arabian  peninsula,”  and  “in¬ 
dependence”  for  Algeria.  He  defend¬ 
ed  Cairo  radio  broadcasts  as  an  instru¬ 
ment  of  Arab  unity  and  self-determina¬ 
tion,  in  contrast  to  U.S.  “hypocrisy”  in 
China,  and  boasted:  “We  have  always 
undertaken  to  respect  and  accept  the 
UN  resolutions.  We  have  agreed  to 
implement  the  UN  resolutions.” 

But  in  seven  days  following  the 
speech,  the  controlled  Cairo  press  and 
radio,  in  defiance  of  the  UN  resolution. 


continued  its  attacks  on  Jordan,  Leba¬ 


non  and  the  Sudan,  and  its  agitation 
among  the  Gulf  principalities,  while 
pro-Nasser  clandestine  transmitters  por¬ 
trayed  Gen.  Eisenhower  as  the  “Ameri- 
(Continued  on  page  132) 


Deadlock  Ahead 

World  attention  is  now  focussed  on  the  Far  East,  and  Near  East 
issues  are  temporarily  obscured.  As  the  UN  General  Assembly  recon¬ 
venes,  little  progn^ess  has  been  made  to  implement  the  all-Arab  “peace” 
resolution. 

President  Nasser  of  Egypt  has  confirmed  fears  of  the  skeptics.  He 
showed  no  disposition  to  cooperate  with  Sec.  Gen.  Dag  Hammarskjold 
in  establishing  a  UN  “presence”  as  a  symbolic  replacement  for  British 
and  American  forces  in  Jordan  and  Lebanon.  It  was  reported  that 
Hammarskjold  wanted  a  high  level  UN  envoy  to  oversee  the  area,  with 
deputies  accredited  to  the  Arab  capitals.  It  is  hard  to  believe  that  King 
Hussein  could  accept  so  unsubstantial  a  substitute  for  the  British  shield. 
Why  should  Nasser  reject  so  mild  an  imposition?  If  he  did,  then  the 
entire  UN  proceeding  was  just  a  shrewd  tactic  devised  by  the  veteran 
Egyptian  diplomat,  Mahmoud  Fawzi,  as  a  means  of  saving  faces  rather 
than  settling  conflicts  and  to  send  everybody  home  in  bliss. 

Nasser  has  jolted  us  back  to  reality.  While  he  may  have  been  forced 
to  slow  his  pace,  he  still  wants  one  Arab  world,  one  Arab  leader.  He  has 
resumed  his  frontal  attacks  on  Israel,  Jordan  and  Lebanon.  He  has  re¬ 
opened  attacks  on  Washington,  for  this  offers  richest  results.  He  can¬ 
not  forego  the  pleasure  of  twisting  the  lion’s  tail  and  making  the  eagle 
scream.  It  makes  the  bear  dance. 

☆ 

We  are  dealing,  not  with  an  Arab-Israel  conflict,  not  with  an  Arab- 
Arab  conflict,  but  with  a  power-seeking  dictator  who  regards  Washing¬ 
ton  as  the  greatest  obstacle  and  at  the  same  time,  as  the  most  useful 
propaganda  target.  The  acerbity  of  his  attack  on  the  U.S.  has  disap¬ 
pointed  those  who  believed  that  Nasser  would  take  a  moderate  line 
while  he  consolidated  his  past  gains. 

When  and  if  the  Far  East  crisis  is  abated,  the  Near  East  struggle  will 
come  to  the  fore  and  this  session  of  the  UN  will  be  confronted  with  a 
hard  deadlock.  Nasser  will  demand  U.S.-U.K.  troop  withdrawals  with¬ 
out  any  concession  to  the  peace  of  his  neighbors.  He  will  try  to  put  the 
U.S.  on  the  defensive. 

Peace  will  not  be  conjured  up  by  platitudinous  resolution.  The  UN 
needs  machinery,  but,  more  important,  it  needs  conviction.  It  must  be 
ready  to  call  aggression  by  its  right  name,  no  matter  by  whom  it  is  com¬ 
mitted.  The  UN  can  promote  a  peaceful  settlement  in  the  Near  East  if 
the  Great  Powers  recognize  the  inherent  conflict  between  Nasser’s 
expansionism  and  the  UN  charter.  We  must  insist  that  all  members 
honor  the  UN  charter,  and  we  must  strengthen  those  members  of  the 
free  world  family  who  want  to  remain  free,  so  that  they  may  resist 
those  who  hold  the  charter  in  contempt. 
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ANALYSIS: 


Keeping  the  Figures  Honest 


This  is  the  time  of  year  when  the 
U.S.  government  considers  the  amount 
of  aid  to  be  allocated  to  other  govern¬ 
ments  under  the  Mutual  Security  pro¬ 
gram  in  the  new  fiscal  year. 

Accordingly,  it  may  be  more  than 
coincidence  that  the  Arabs  have  now 
levelled  two  bitter  attacks  on  American 
aid  to  Israel.  The  purpose  is  to  create 
the  impression  that  alleged  American 
favoritism  toward  Israel  had  “a  great 
deal  to  do  with  the  feelings  in  the  Arab 
world  towards  the  U.S.,”  and  thus  to 
incite  public  opposition  to  the  aid  pro¬ 
gram. 

Both  Arab  statements  are  inaccurate 
and  distorted. 

The  first,  by  President  Nasser  of 
Egypt,  charged  that  the  U.S.  and  the 
U.K..  are  giving  millions  of  pounds 
worth  of  arms  to  Israel  because  she  is 
‘*the  last  hope  of  the  imperialists  to 
destroy  Arab  nationalism.” 

IsnwI's  Pl«a  for  Aid.  Since  the  pro- 
Nasser  coup  in  Baghdad  and  the 
struggle  for  Lebanon  and  Jordan, 
Israel  has  faced  the  threat  of  encircle¬ 
ment  by  a  unified  Arab  military  com¬ 
mand  and  has  pleaded  with  France, 
Britain  and  the  U.S.  fm*  arms.  On 
Sept  2,  Al-Ahram,  a  newspt^r  which 
often  speaks  f<»^  Nasser,  reported  that 
Israel  is  getting  $40  to  $50  million 
worth  of  arms  from  the  U.S.  That  is 
a  fantastic  exaggeration.  The  Depart¬ 
ment  of  State  said  that  “relatively  small 
quantities  of  arms”  are  being  sold  to 
Israel.  Negotiations  with  Israel  are 
continuing. 

It  was  Nasser  who  opened  the  Near 
East  to  the  Soviet  Union  by  trading 
cotton  for  heavy  Communist  arms. 
Today  Egypt,  Syria  and  Yemen  are  all 
acquiring  modem  arms  from  the  Com¬ 
munist  bloc. 

For  its  part,  the  U.S.  has  been  giving 
military  aid  to  Iraq,  to  Lebanon,  and 
to  Jordan  and  Saudi  Arabia.  The  U.S. 
offered  to  give  arms  to  Egypt  free  in 
1953,  but  Nasser  refused  then  because 
he  would  not  accept  a  U.S.  mission. 

Israel  first  requested  U.S.  arms  in 
1952,  but  the  request  was  not  granted. 
In  t^t  year,  Israel  and  Egypt  were 
both  permitted  to  buy  arms  in  this 
country.  But  Israel’s  purchases  have 
always  been  limited  bemuse  export  li¬ 
censes  were  highly  restricted.  With 
both  the  U.S.  and  the  Soviet  Union 
shipping  arms  to  the  Arab  countries  in 
the  Near  East,  Israel  has  been  com¬ 


pelled  to  rely  largely  on  France  and 
other  European  governments.  Britain 
has  shown  a  sympathetic  attitude  in  re¬ 
cent  weeks.  In  the  light  of  the  record, 
Nasser  has  no  ground  for  complaint, 
for  if  any  one  has  made  it  necessary  for 
Israel  to  shop  for  arms,  it  is  Nasser 
himself. 

Dishonest  Comparison.  The  second 
Arab  attack  on  American  aid  to  Israel 
was  an  Aug.  29  release  circulated  by 
the  Arab  Information  Center  ingenu¬ 
ously  entitled  “Editor’s  Fact  File  on 
Arab  Affairs.” 

This  release  purports  to  contrast 
U.S.  aid  to  Israel  with  aid  to  the  Arab 
states.  It  adds  up  the  amount  of  aid 
in  grants  and  loans  provided  by  the 
U.S.  government  to  Israel  and  by  Jew¬ 
ish  philanthropic  agencies,  and,  using 
per  capita  calculations,  it  mathemati¬ 
cally  “demonstrates”  that  Israelis  have 
received  an  astronomical  preference 
over  the  Arabs. 

But  the  entire  calculation  is  brazenly 
dishonesL  The  result  is  achieved  on 
the  one  hand  by  exaggerating  the 
amount  that  Israel  has  received,  and 
on  the  other  hand  by  totally  ignoring 
the  vast  amounts  rendered  to  the  Arabs 
for  the  Arab  refugees  (more  than  $209 
million),  for  military  assistance  (more 
than  $100  million)  and,  most  impor¬ 
tant,  by  royalties  and  taxes  paid  to 
Arab  states  by  U.S.  oil  companies, 
which  exceeded  $844  million  in  1957 
alone! 

But,  is  it  legitimate  to  compare  aid 
to  Israel  and  to  the  Arab  states?  The 
purpose  of  the  Mutual  Security  Act  is 
to  “strengthen  the  mutual  security  and 
individual  and  collective  defenses  of  the 
free  world,  to  develop  their  resources 
in  the  interest  of  their  security  and 
independence  and  the  national  interest 
of  the  U.S.”  The  purpose  is  not  to 
divide  up  a  cornucopia  of  dollars  on  a 
per  capita  basis  throughout  the  world. 
American  aid  is  allocated  to  countries 
on  the  basis  of  their  need,  their  capacity 
to  make  good  use  of  it,  and  to  contriln 
ute  to  free  world  cooperation  and 
defense. 

In  making  such  allocations,  the  U.S. 
has  never  allowed  intra-regional  hostil¬ 
ity  to  influence  or  affect  its  judgment. 
We  have  not  accepted  the  Arab  notion 
that  our  aid  to  Israel  should  be  cur¬ 
tailed  because  her  Arab  neighbors  are 
not  interested  in  aid  for  themselves,  or 
because  they  carry  on  an  economic  lx>y- 
cott  against  her. 


Arabs  always  insist  that  the  friends 
of  their  enemies  are  their  enemies. 
Since  they  are  at  war  with  Israel,  they 
demand  that  we  join  that  war.  To  do 
less  is  to  become  their  enemy.  This 
is  a  feature  of  Arab  nationalism  with 
which  the  West  can  never  come  to 
terms.  Washington  cannot  allow  L^airo 
or  Damascus  to  formulate  U.S.  foreign 
policy  towards  other  countries. 

Thus,  there  is  no  basis  for  juxtapos¬ 
ing  aid  to  Israel  with  aid  to  the  Arab 
states.  There  are  conflicts  all  over  the 
world,  between  Greece  and  Turkey  over 
(Cyprus,  between  Pakistan  and  India 
over  Kashmir,  between  India  and  Por¬ 
tugal  over  Goa,  between  the  U.K.  and 
Iceland  over  fishing  rights.  Would 
anyone  argue  that  aid  to  these  coun¬ 
tries  should  be  affected  by  these  con¬ 
flicts,  or  that  aid  had  to  be  distributed 
to  them  on  a  precise  per  capita  basis 
lest  we.  be  accu^  of  taking  sides? 
Arab  Mathomotics.  The  Arab  press 
release  is  an  interesting  exercise  in  prop¬ 
aganda. 

The  release  cites  a  figure  of  $432,- 
000,000  as  the  amount  of  grants  and 
credits  received  by  Israel  up  to  June, 
1957.  However,  this  ixKhides  a  “hard 
money”  Export-Import  Bank  loan  of 
$135  million,  which  Israel  is  rq>aying 
with  interest. 

According  to  the  ICA,  total  MSA 
assistance  received  by  Israel  up  to  June 
30,  1958,  was  $292,382,000.  Most  of 
this  money  went  to  help  Israel  resettle 
the  900,000  Jewish  refugees  who  have 
come  into  Israel  since  1948 — ^more  than 
400,000  of  them  from  Moslem  coun¬ 
tries. 

The  Arab  press  release  totals  Ameri¬ 
can  economic  aid  to  the  Arab  states  as 
$155  million.  Acceding  to  the  ICA, 
U.S.  aid  to  Iraq,  Jordan,  Lebanon, 
Egypt  and  Saudi  Arabia  totalled  $198 
million  by  June  30,  1958.  To  these 
totals  should  be  added  the  $200  million 
which  the  U.S.  gave  to  the  UN  for  the 
relief  and  rehabilitation  of  Arab  refu¬ 
gees.  Economic  aid  to  the  Arabs  thus 
totals  $398  million. 

They  Ignera  Arab  Rofugoas.  Ameri¬ 
can  aid  to  the  Arab  refugees  is  never 
mentioned  in  the  Arab  press  release. 
It  is  as  if  the  Arab  refugees  did  not 
exist — as  if  American  aid  for  this  cause 
was  never  to  be  acknowledged  or  appre¬ 
ciated. 

The  Arab  press  release  complains 


130 


about  the  gifts  by  American  Jews  to 
aid  Israel’s  refugee  resettlement  pro¬ 
gram,  and  makes  the  astonishing  state¬ 
ment  that  **Bo  piiTat*  aid  has  gone 
from  Amerkan  organisations  or  gronps 
to  the  Arab  states.” 

It  may  be  technically  correct  to  say 
that  American  organizations  do  not  aid 
the  Arab  states.  They  aid  the  Arab 
refugees.  Likewise,  t^  contributions 
of  Jewish  organizations  go  for  refugee 
relief,  not  to  the  government  of  Israel. 

The  Arab  press  release  will  sound 
very  strange  to  many  American  organi¬ 
zations  which  have  given  service,  food 
and  clothing  to  the  Arab  refugees,  like 
the  American  Friends  Service  Com¬ 
mittee,  American  Middle  East  Relief, 
Catholic  Relief  Services,  Church  World 
Service,  Church  Missionary  Society, 
Cooperative  for  American  Remittances 
to  Everywhere,  Joint  Christian  Com¬ 
mittee  for  Refugee  Work  in  Lebanon, 
League  of  Red  Cross  Societies,  Luther¬ 
an  World  Federation,  Lutheran  Worid 
Relief,  Mennonite  Central  Committee, 
Near  East  Christian  Council  Commit¬ 
tee,  Near  East  Foundation,  Save  the 
Children  Fund,  Southern  Baptist  Mis¬ 
sion,  UNRWA  Women’s  Auxiliary, 
World  Relief  Commission — National 
Association  of  Evangelicals,  and  YM 
and  YWCA. 

UNRWA’s  annual  report  paid  high 
tribute  to  the  vohmtary  agencies: 

“The  assistance  to  refugees  by  volun¬ 
tary  agencies  is  so  great  and  covers  so 
many  fields  of  activities  as  to  be  in¬ 
dispensable  as  an  adjunct  of  UNRWA’s 
operations.  In  addition  to  hundreds  of 
thousands  of  dollars’  worth  of  donated 
supplies,  they  furnish  medical  staff  and 
operate  hospitals,  clinics,  schools — 
both  academic  and  vocational — and  in¬ 
stitutions  for  the  training  of  handi¬ 
capped  children.  They  supplement 
UNRWA’s  feeding  program,  afford 
shelter  in  many  cases  to  refugees  who 
live  outside  t^  camps  and  assist  in 
developing  recreational  opportunities 
providing  both  equipment  and  guid¬ 
ance.” 

How  Is  U.S.  Aid  Usod.  But  the 

principal  fact  which  must  be  taken  into 
account  in  any  comparison  between 
the  U.S.  aid  program  to  Israel  and  to 
the  Arab  states  is  the  use  to  which  the 
money  is  put. 

Despite  the  fact  that  the  U.S.  has 
given  more  to  the  Arabs  than  to 
Israel  for  refugee  resettlement — the 
Arab  states  refuse  to  resettle  the  Arab 
refugees,  while  the  900,000  Jewish 
refugees  are  being  resettled  and  trans¬ 
formed  into  productive,  self-supporting 
citizens. 

There  are  many  other  considerations 
which  the  Arab  Information  Center 
conveniently  ignores  in  its  comparison. 

1.  The  U.S.  gives  no  arms  to  Israel. 


But  we  have  poured  millions  into  arms 
and  bases  in  Jordan,  Iraq,  Saudi  Arabia, 
Lebanon,  Libya  and  Morocco.  The 
totals  are  never  published.  In  addi¬ 
tion,  numy  millions  are  now  being  spent 
in  Lebanon  and  Jordan  to  preserve  the 
independence  of  these  regimes  and  to 
pay  the  cost  of  the  pro-Nasser  strike 
and  insurrection. 

2.  The  Arab  press  release  includes 
Syria’s  population  in  its  per  capita 
calculation  to  magnify  aUeged  favor¬ 
itism  to  Israel.  But  this  is  fraudulent 
because  Syria  has  refused  our  aid  from 
the  beginning.  It  has  never  wanted 
it  Why  should  aid  to  Israel  be  re¬ 
duced  if  a  neighbor  doesn’t  want  it? 

3.  In  the  last  two  years,  Arabs  have 
received  an  increasing  proportion  of 
U.S.  aid. 

Thus,  in  1952,  Israel  received  16  per 
cent  of  the  economic  aid  allocated  to 
the  Near  East  In  1957,  Israel’s  share 
had  dropped  to  less  than  seven  per 
cent  Meanwhile,  the  Arab  share  rose 
from  about  two  per  cent  to  nine  per 
cent  (These  figures  do  not  include 
gifts  to  the  Arab  refugees.) 

■IcKk  Odd.  But  the  whole  Arab 
analysis  is  reduced  to  absurdity  by  its 
total  silence  on  the  vast  sums  which 
have  been  poured  into  the  Arab  econ¬ 
omies  by  American  oil  companies 
(and,  through  tax  allowances  by  the 
American  taxpayer).  Since  World 
War  I  American  companies  have  in¬ 
vested  billions  in  the  Arab  states  to 
develop  oil  exploration,  production  and 
marketing. 

If  one  must  make  comparisons,  the 
figures  on  American  aid  to  Israel  be¬ 
come  very  small  indeed  when  one  reads 
the  statement  by  Norman  Burns,  Dep¬ 
uty  Regional  Director  for  Near  Eiut 
and  South  Asia,  to  the  Arab  Students 
convention,  U.  of  Illinois,  Sept  3: 

“Direct  royalties  and  tax  payments 
by  the  oil  prodneing  companies  to  the 
Arab  governments  where  the  oil  is 
located  rose  from  $141  million  in  1950 
to  $507  million  in  1953  to  $844  million 
in  1957.  (This  inclndes  Sandi  Arabia 
3328  million;  Knwait  3305  million; 
Iraq  3139  million;  Qatr  355  million; 
Bahrein  310  million  and  the  Neutral 
Zone  37  million.) 

“In  addition,  snbstantial  payments 
were  made  by  the  producing  companies 
to  the  oil  transit  countries,  namely:  the 
United  Arab  Republic  as  tolls  for  oil 
tankers  passing  throngh  the  Suez 
(]anal  (two-thirds  of  the  total  traffic 
through  the  Canal  in  both  directions 
being  oU  tankers) ;  to  the  Syrian 
province  of  the  UAR,  Lebanon  and 
Jordan,  as  transit  fees  for  the  pipe¬ 
lines  passing  throngh  these  countries. 
The  oil  companies  also  provide  sub¬ 
stantial  amounts  of  foreign  exchange  to 
both  oil  prodneing  and  oil  transit  coun¬ 
tries  of  the  Arab  Near  East  throngh 


the  local  purchase  of  labor,  supplies 
and  servlet  Thns,  the  oil  industry 
is  of  major  signiflcance  in  future 
Middle  East  econondc  development.” 

Tax  Gold.  But  this  is  not  the  whole 
story  by  any  means.  The  Arab  coun¬ 
tries  are  the  beneficiaries  of  American 
tax  laws,  for  American  oil  companies 
pay  their  taxes — not  to  the  U.S.  treas¬ 
ury — but  to  the  Arab  rulers. 

Theoretically,  Aramco  owes  the  U.S. 
a  substantial  amount  of  taxes  every 
year  because  of  its  profits  in  Saudi 
Arabia.  But  Saudi  Arabia  levies  the 
tax  and,  because  there  is  a  100  per  cent 
credit  to  corporations  for  the  tax  paid 
to  a  foreign  country,  the  tax  which 
might  have  been  paid  to  the  U.S.  van¬ 
ishes  into  Saud’s  treasury. 

There  is  also  the  highly  controversial 
27Vi  per  cent  depletion  allowance  given 
to  oil  companies.  This  has  been  sharp¬ 
ly  criticized  in  the  U.S.  Congress,  par¬ 
ticularly  in  the  case  of  oil  companies 
operating  abroad. 

Aramco’s  1956  figures,  recently  pub- 
ished  in  the  Congressional  Record, 
ire  most  revealing. 

In  that  year  Aramco’s  sales  of  crude 
oil  brought  in  3544  million. 

Sandi  Arabia  took  380  million  in 
royalties. 

The  company  had  a  27!4  per  cent 
depletion  allowance  of  3127  million. 

The  income  subject  to  U.S.  taxation 
was  3352  million. 

At  the  52  per  cent  corporation  rate, 
Aramco  owed  the  UJ3.  treasury  3183 
million. 

But  Saudi  Arabia  slapped  on  a  3199 
million  tax. 

As  a  result,  Aramco  ended  up  by 
paying  no  income  taxes  to  the  U.S. 

I  Tax  experts  compote  that  the  deple- 
iion  allowance  savH  Aramco  399  mil- 
lon  in  income  tax  in  1955  and  1953. 

1m  Rnal  Issun.  Per  capita  calcula¬ 
tions  are  always  mechani(^  and  have 
Ictle  value. 

But  if  the  Arab  Information  Onter 
wants  to  come  close  to  the  truth  about 
^  real  cause  of  tension  in  the  Near 
^t,  it  might  make  a  per  capita  com¬ 
parison  of  the  oil  revenue  of  the  oil- 
1  ich  Arab  states  and  their  have-not 
I  leighbors. 

The  figures,  of  course,  would  show 
i  fantastic  difference  between  the  per 
:apita  income  of  the  Saudi  Arabians 
and  the  less  fortunate  Egyptians  and 
tjordanians.  But  the  study  should  not 
end  there.  It  might  go  on  to  deter¬ 
mine  how  much  of  his  “per  capita 
inccHne”  the  Arabian  fellah  really 
gets  and  how  much  is  dissipated  in 
sybaritic  living  by  the  Arab  kings  and 
sheikhs. 

Such  a  study  would  be  a  far  mcMe 
pertinent  and  relevant  inquiry  for  the 
“research  staff”  of  the  Arab  Informa¬ 
tion  Onter. 
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ij  Comment J 

MmI  iiaa  indicated  ita  aceeptanea  in  prMjjM 
^Jo'  of  tliie  *— »<•  t*a‘ 

President  Nasser’s  speech  before  the 
Council  of  the  United  Arab  States 
brought  the  following  press  comment. 

The  Chicago  Daily  News  said  on 
Sept  4: 

*‘Mr.  Nasser  felt  obliged  to  go  really 
far  afield  for  an  excuse  to  belabor  the 
United  States.  It  is  a  long  way  from 
Cairo  to  Qnemoy,  and  there  are  no 
Arabs  in  the  ricinity  of  the  island. 

*^gyptian  and  Pan>Arab  propaganda 
in  the  United  States  goes  to  great 
lengths  to  disassociate  Nasser  frost 
Commanist  influence  or  sympathy.  It 
would  be  more  persuasire  if  he  would 
refrain  from  broadcasting  the  Com* 
mnnist  line  on  current  exents  half  a 
world  away  .  . 

The  New  York  Times  said  editorially 
on  Sept  S: 

“Gamal  Abdel  Nasser  of  Egypt  is  not 
going  to  let  ns  forget  him  Just  because 
we  hare  our  worries  in  the  Far  East. 
His  rarings  and  rantinga  about  the 
sins  of  the  United  States,  Britain  and 
Israel  are,  from  a  practical  Tiewpoint, 
no  more  ridiculous  than  similar  rhet¬ 
oric  by  Mussolini  and  Hitler  between 
the  wars  . .  .” 

The  Christian  Science  Monitor  said 
on  Sq)t  6: 

“Americans  and  Britons  hare  tried 
hard  to  be  Just  as  between  Arab  aspira¬ 
tions  and  Zionism.  Washington  officials 
hare  been  at  a  point  where  they  would 
welcome  an  opportunity  to  extend  eco¬ 
nomic  help  to  Egyptian  and  Arab 
peoples  on  a  scale  comparable  to  what 
Israel  has  receired. 

“But  Nasserism  sounds  a  constant 
warning  and  a  threat  against  doing 
too  much  in  this  respect.  To  build  up 
Nasserism  rather  than  a  more  con- 
structire  Arabism  might  be  a  dis- 
serrice  to  the  world.  The  ambitions 
dictator  of  the  United  Arab  Republic 
leaves  the  West  little  altemative  but 
to  deal  with  him  at  more  than  arm’s 
length  and  regard  him  as  an  inveterate 
enemy.” 

At  its  40th  ruitional  convention  in 
Chicago,  Sept. 1-4,  the  American  Legion 
reported  on  the  Middle  East: 

.  .  This  entire  area  is  in  imminent 
danger  of  complete  subjugation  and 
domination  by  the  Communist  con¬ 
spiracy  under  the  leadership  of  the 
Arab  dictator,  Nasser.  Soviet  success 
in  the  Middle  East  is  due  in  no  small 
part  to  this  one  man,  who  has  played 
the  Soviet  game  .  . 


Tie9t?img  the  netes 

continued 

can  imperialist  President”  And  on 
Sept  14,  UAR  soldiers  on  the  Syrian 
frontier  fired  on  Israelis  for  45  minutes. 

•oghdad  was  the  scene  of  a  growing 
struggle  for  power  within  the  Iraq  gov¬ 
ernment  between  pro-Nasser  support¬ 
ers  and  neutralist  forces  head^  by 
Premier  el-Kassem.  Ousting  of  Col. 
Abdel  Salam  Arif  as  deputy  command- 
er-in-chief  of  Iraq’s  army  was  seen  as  a 
blow  to  pro-Nasser  forces,  but  the  Bagh¬ 
dad  radio  did  not  say  whether  Arif  still 
held  his  post  as  deputy  premier. 

Iraq  has  paid  the  Arab  League  $378,- 
000  in  back  dues,  and  Baghdad  broad¬ 
casts  follow  the  Cairo  anti-U.S.  propa¬ 
ganda  line,  including  attacks  on  Jordan 
and  support  for  Kurdish  irredentism. 
A  warm  welcome  was  promised  to  one 
Kurdish  leader,  Mustafa  al-Barzani, 
on  his  return  from  a  13-year  exile  be¬ 
hind  the  Iron  Curtain.  The  infamous 
Rashid  el-Kilani,  who  led  the  pro-Nazi 
revolt  of  1941,  was  welcomed  by 
Premier  el-Kassem  himself  on  Sept.  5. 
El  Kilani  spent  the  war  years  in  Berlin 
after  the  British  had  driven  him  out  of 
the  country,  later  went  to  Saudi  Arabia. 
The  tactic  is  to  subvert  Kurdish  minori¬ 
ties  in  Turkey  and  Iran  with  the  lure  of 
an  autonomous  Kurdistan. 

••irut  is  slowly  returning  to  normalcy 
following  the  end  of  the  general  strike 
on  Sept  3  and  the  cessation  of  rebel 
broadcasts  against  the  Lebanese  govern¬ 
ment.  President-elect  Fuad  Shehab 
takes  office  on  Sept.  23,  but  competition 
is  fierce  among  loyalists,  neutrals  and 
the  opposition  for  seats  in  the  new 
Cabinet.  Rashid  Karami,  a  pro-Nasser 
Moslem  leader  of  Tripoli,  is  the  opposi¬ 
tion  candidate  for  premier. 

Ammon  remained  tense  but  quiet  dur¬ 
ing  Hammarskjold’s  visit  The  British 
prepared  for  a  long  stay  by  replacing 
their  specialist-trained  paratroops  with 
army  regulars.  The  U.S.,  whose  engi¬ 
neers  are  equipping  Jordan’s  port  of 
Aqaba  to  handle  troop  supplies,  was 
asked  for  $40  million  in  new  military 
aid. 
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Tunisia  and  Morocco  joined  the  Arab 
League.  Together  with  Libya,  the 
Sudan,  Jordan  and  Lebanon,  this  bloc 
could  provide  a  strong  pro-West  check 
to  Nasser’s  control  of  the  League,  since 
Tunisia’s  Habib  Bourguiba  has  always 
been  a  leader  of  anti-Nasser  forces  in 
the  Arab  world.  On  the  other  hand,  a 
victory  for  Nasser  pressure  in  Morocco 
was  seen  in  the  reported  U.S.  agreement 
to  give  up  its  five  bases  over  a  period 
of  time  on  demand  of  Morocco. 

JorusoUm  received  without  comment 
a  second  Soviet  note  rejecting  Israel’s 
reasons  for  permitting  British  and 
American  planes  to  cross  to  Jordan. 

Hope  for  peace  and  maintenance  of 
the  status  quo  was  voiced  by  Prime 

I  FROM  OUR  READERS  | 

j  Robert  G.  Spivack,  Washington  i 
I  Bureau  Chief,  New  York  Post:  I 

I  "I  find  the  Near  East  Report  { 
{  more  informative  than  any  of  the  { 
I  other  publications  we  see  that  deal  i 
I  with  this  troubled  part  of  the  { 
{  world.  Also,  it's  better  written."  > 


Minister  Ben-Gurion  on  Sept.  3.  He 
said  that  Egypt  has  three  times  the 
amount  of  arms  that  Israel  has.  The 
press  revealed  that  five  of  the  six  sub¬ 
marines  in  the  Egyptian  navy  are  of 
the  Soviet  W-class,  which  are  large 
postwar  ocean-going  submarines.  Egypt 
acquired  three  of  its  submarines  from 
Poland  and  took  over  three  from  the 
Syrian  navy.  Egypt  also  has  two 
Skoryi-class  destroyers,  six  modem 
minesweepers,'  three  old  British  de¬ 
stroyers  and  three  river-class  frigates. 

Bombay  reported  on  Aug.  29  that  a 
meeting  of  the  executive  of  the  Inter¬ 
national  Socialist  Youth  decided  to  call 
upon  the  Arab  countries  and  Israel  to 
enter  into  direct  negotiations  for  peace. 

Karachi  heard  former  Prime  Minister 
Suhrawardy,  on  Sept.  4,  sharply  attack 
Nasser.  He  charged  that  Nasser  was 
following  a  policy  that  threatened  the 
very  existence  of  Pakistan  and  that 
Cairo  radio  was  carrying  on  daily  prop¬ 
aganda  attacks. 
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